4/7/70? 


Dear Paul and Gary only. 


Let ms get toe unpleasant over with to begin with. By a av you nave ted 
inklings of SkolnicK. The suit is spurious end will do us as much good as N. 0. As 
of today Sicclnick d not made a single request of tiie Archives! I was there. 1 
did a 3 k. Be hasjiever asked anything of them. Period. Bo stole this from COUP, 
heiher he added anything I do not know but 1 do .know it is bo thing of consequence 
from ,the news accounts, it© was ir. touch with bud last week and also told Bud he ms 
coming to see me last weekend. This is not the first such false resort, his way of 
trading on my name with my contacts. The suit is bound to be thrown out the minute 
it is celled up. We sure need that! Moreover, if the stuff Bolden talks about 
exists, it was never given to tue Archives, so on this added count they cannot be sued. 
The Secret service, as i believe I told you, gave tnem nothing on Voile on the ground 
it was, ?3 they saw it, irrelvant. So much for Valle's resemblance to Oswald, too. 

Again I suggest this should tell you why I am sometimes concerned about 
letting oeople wao really moke only noises end do nothing see anything that -can, in 
any way, be misused. 

Today 1 learned that Kelley did give the Archives what he agreed to in 
my nresenco. Whatever else he gave tne.m, of tue other things I took up, I do not 
know. But Johnson confirmed to me tost they neve it. When I a aka why it had not bem 
given to me ho said toot QM was reviewing it to see if it should be made available. 

Bow I want NO talk about tnia, cut it DOTS include tne memo of transfer. I also 
spoke to Kelley and he seems somewhat less then happy about the matter. 

I supervised tne rephotographing of the base of CE 395 with millimeter 
scales et right angles. You -are aware of my other interests and suspicions. 'This took 
some doing, but it wa3 finally done. They still hove not come up with either the 
picture they took for me, if tueir £laira to have taken it for Nichols is serious, or 
the one they took for him. 

I blso got a good lo-'k at the shirt picture they do not allow to be copied. 
x t is similar to but not identical with FBI 60. Argh made it, allegedly to show 
researchers instead of the shirt. To no?/ they have refused me a copy 4>f it. They 
offered :se FBI 60 . I said^fine, if it Is not reproduced fro > tap FBI book, if it nes 
no photoengraving sciean. his cnoy say they do r.ot have. In short, they do not have 
the FBI’s picture wherees the AG himself ordered it there. Moreover, FBI 60 is cropped. 
Johnson said they’d write me when I again esked for it. I told him to crop it, giving 
me only the part of the shirt showing the tebe and damage. That picture nos e ruler 
in it. As posed, the entire distance between the tabs is two inches. It also 
seems to snow a cut on the left collar, but Johnson says he is sure toot is a creese. 
Now, these cuts are not only not identical, they are neither the seme shape nor the 
same length, nor are they even in the same plane. On any one of these counts the 
possibility of s bullet causing it is eliminated. The one on taa right side is much 
larger end wider and has a twist or bed at the top. The cuts are not in the collar 
but in the shirt body. 

Because i had to remain with the photog until tne negatives were developed, 

I had very little time left. In it I could but glance at the staff -nemos file of the 
inventory of which I have sent you copies and a memo. Thera are 282 30-35 plages end 
from the glance I decided to get all of it, for there are repeated references to 
LB0 as an Agent, and you know ray interest here. I’ll let you auve whatever you want 
when I get it. ~ome is from other files. I recall repetition of ?C6. I also ordered 
without examination Liebeler’s last-minute changes in the _dio part of the Beport. . 
Gotta wash tne guek fro the BEG out of ay hair, hurriedly, 


